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GROUND WATER MANAGEMENT
COWM SSI ON MEETI NG
JUNE 26, 2002
* * * * *
COWM SSI ONER GAUTREAUX:

Wel cone to the 11lth neeting of the Louisiana
Ground Water Managenent Comm ssion. |'Il ask our
Comm ssi oners to go around and introduce thensel ves for
the record.

MR. CHUSTZ:
Steve Chustz with the Departnment of Environnmental
Quality.

COW SSI ONER BAHR:

Len Bahr with Governor Foster's office.
COW SSI ONER SPI CER

Brad Spicer, Louisiana Department of Agriculture
and Forestry.

COW SSI ONER TAYLOR:

M ke Tayl or, Louisiana Econom c Devel opnent.
COW SSI ONER BOLOURCHI :

Bo Bol ourchi, Transportation and Devel opnent.
COW SSI ONER BOUDREAUX:

Phil Boudreaux, Departnent of Natural Resources.
COW SSI ONER GAUTREAUX:

Karen Gautreaux, Governor Foster's Office.
COW SSI ONER ROUSSEL :

John Roussel, Departnent of WIldlife and
Fi sheri es.

COW SSI ONER DURRETT:

Ri chard Durrett, Sparta G ound Water Comm ssi on.
COW SSI ONER LOWE:

Dean Lowe, representing the Departnment of Health
and Hospitals.

MR. LOEVER:

Jacki e Loewer replacing Linda Zaunbrecher today.
' ma Farm Bureau nenber.

COW SSI ONER GAUTREAUX:

Thank you. Qur first itemon the agenda, or
second, would be our regul ar update on the staff
activities. Tony Duplechin is going to provide that
for us.

MR. DUPLECHI N

Thank you, Karen. A few things to go over. The
wat er well information sheets subm ssions. The staff
has conpleted the revisions to the water well
i nformati on sheet and neno to interested parties, and
these were mailed out in early June. All of the
Comm ssi oners shoul d have received a copy of this in
the mail as well. We have gone ahead and i ncl uded
copi es of both the neno and the information sheet just
in case you had not.

As of the 25th of June the staff had received an
addi tional 55 water well information sheets, and that
brings the total nunmber to 424. O these, three just
cause wai vers were issued for reasons of short notice
or people just wanting to get wells installed before
the rains cane. N ne forns were received | ess than 60
days prior to the anticipated well installation date



for which the owners did not request a just-cause
variance. O these eight were agricultural and one was
i ndustrial. Twelve forns were received after the
installation of the well. And this was 11 agricul tural
and one non-community public supply wells.

As far as the website goes, we continue to update
it monthly by putting the transcript of the Conm ssion
and summary of the Comm ssion neeting and Task Force
nmeeti ngs, along with announcenents and agendas for
upcom ng neetings.

Since our last neeting |I attended neetings of the
Sparta Ground Water Conservation District on June 24th,
at which their consultant, Meyer, Meyer, LaCroix and
Hi xson presented a draft report on fundi ng and
financing of alternate water supplies for the proposed
critical areas of the Sparta. And on June 25th |
attended the neeting of the State Soil and Water
Conservation Committee.

The Sparta G ound Water Conservation District has
had a notice of intent to file an application to have
the Sparta Aquifer declared critical in all or parts of
11 parishes. The |last publication was on June 24th. A
copy of the cover letter fromthe Sparta Comm ssion as
wel |l as one typical proof of publication is included in
your packet. The notice of intent stated that comments
shoul d be sent to the Conm ssioner of Conservation. So
far we have received one letter of comment. A copy of
this letter is also included in your packet. The
wi ndow of opportunity for the Sparta to submt the
application is July 14th through August 12.

The staff received the final Part 1 deliverable
fromour contractor, C. H Fensternmaker & Associ ates.
One copy was delivered to each Comm ssioner, one copy
was delivered to each Task Force conmttee chair, and
one copy was given to each of the six legislators on
the Task Force. The Office of Conservation staff also
received three copies. The staff nade a detailed
review of the docunent and we will be making a
recommendati on concerning it under old business.

As you recall a public hearing regarding the
proposed rules for the conduct of hearings was held as
the first order of business during the May 29, 2002
Comm ssi on neeting. The public coment period ended
June 7th. No coments were filed at either the public
hearing or with the O fice of Conservation by the
deadl i ne of June 7th. As required by the
Adm ni strative Procedure Act, the staff conpiled a
sunmary report of the hearing findings. The Governor's
office then submtted a report to the Senate and House
Envi ronment Oversight commttee. A copy of that
sunmary report is included in your packet.

The Senate House Environment conmttees will hold
a joint oversight neeting on July 1st, which is this
com ng Monday, at 10:00 a.m regarding these proposed
rules. |If no major changes are made, the pernanent
rules will be submtted to the Office of the State
Regi ster no later than July 10th and will be published
and becone effective on July 20. Copies of the neeting



noti ce and agenda have been included in your packet as

wel |l . That conpletes ny report.
COWM SSI ONER GAUTREAUX:
Thank you, Tony. 1'd like to encourage all that

have been followi ng and participating in this process
to join us in the oversight hearing, which is not only
again going to include the portion devoted to the rule,
obvi ously, but also an expl anati on of what we have been
i nvol ved in, the Comm ssion and Task Force, what we've
acconmplished to date, and what we're |ooking forward to
doi ng over the next few nonths |eading up to our
January deadl i ne.

Are there any questions or coments for Tony

regarding his report? (No response.) Okay, we will go
on to the next item Any Advisory Task Force questions
and comments on that report? (No response.) |I'd just

like to mention that Representative WIIliam Dani el and
representative N.J. D Ami co have joined us. Are there
any other of our legislative partners in this effort
present? (No response.) Thanks.

Al right. Now we will ask Bruce Darling to give
us a report on the revisions that have been nade or
proposed to be made to Part 1 as a result of the |ast
conmment period on the report. Bruce.

MR. DARLI NG

| know that since we turned in the |ast report
everybody rushed hone and read it from cover to cover,
so there's little need to go through this in great

detail I'"msure. 1'mbeing facetious, obviously, here.
What | want to cover here today with you are the
additions that we nade to the report. | know that what

we submtted last time was a bit bul kier and sonmewhat
different in ternms of conposition and organi zation from
the initial report that we submtted. And so what |
want to do today without taking up a lot of time is to
go through this so that you can have sonme idea of what
the maj or additions have been to the report.

As you recall the initial submttal did not
include a conplete chapter 3 or chapter 4. Since then
we have conpl eted chapter 3 and chapter 4, what was at
that time chapter 3 and chapter 4, and we've made ot her
changes. So | will go over those changes with you and
then we'll wal k through this chapter by chapter quickly
so that we can get to other matters.

One of the first big changes in the report was
that we decided to divide chapter 1 up into two
chapters. Chapter 1 initially included a |Iengthy
di scussion of many of the |legal and institutional
i ssues associated with water planning. W thought that
that really nmeant that that was really better off as a
separate chapter. So we separated that from chapter 1
and made that chapter 2, and there were some ninor text
nmovenments around in what is still chapter 1. But the
first main change in the report is the separation of
the section on |legal and institutional issues to
constitute a stand-al one chapter, chapter 2.

What was initially chapter 2, the discussion of
wat er managenment plans of other states we noved down in



the report to nake that chapter 5 because we wanted to
have that nore closely tied to the discussion of
critical area prograns in other states and critical
area issues in Louisiana. W thought that that made a
nore sensible transition. So chapter 2 in the initial
report is now chapter 5 in this report.

Chapter 3 was a chapter that involved quite a few
additions. As you recall at the tine we submtted the
first report we had gone only through Region 1, North
Loui siana. Just to refresh your nenory, we divided the
state into three regions, 1, 2, and 3. Region 1 is
North Loui siana, Region 2 is Southwestern Loui siana,
and Region 3 is Southeastern Louisiana, and that
di vision was nade primarily to keep the nmmjor aquifers
intact within the respective regions.

What we did here in adding these chapters was we
foll owed the sane format for Region 2 and Region 3 but
we added sone other information here. |If you'll scrol
on over -- keep going until we get to information about
water use. In the discussion of water use by category
we decided to add tables for each water use category in
each region to show water use in mllions of gallons
per day for each of the water use categories. So for
exanple, this is irrigation. Here we're covering rice
irrigation, general irrigation and aquaculture. If
you' Il scroll down to the next page you'll see that
we' ve added a table here, one for rice farm ng show ng
t he amount of surface water use for rice farmng in
Regi on 2, and also the amount of groundwater use for
rice farmng in Region 3. These are sorted based upon
the 1990 -- the 2000 punpage nunbers from the DOTD
reports on water usage in Louisiana. W have done that
for each water use category in all three regions. And
so now when you read the report you have not only the
graph to l ook at but you can refer to a table that wl|
show you what water usage was in the specific parish
for that particular water use category. And this was
foll owed for Region 1, Region 2 and Region 3. So we've
added that for all three regions. Oher than that the
rest of chapter 3 did not change. The last part of the
chapter, Analysis OF Projected Water Use Requirenents
is as it was before.

Go to chapter 4. This added quite a | ot of text

and a | ot of graphics to the report. |If you' ve had a
chance to go through it you'll notice it. [It's much
bul ki er now. Chapter 4 was probably where you saw sonme
of the large -- the greatest changes in the report. |

wanted to nake sure that we presented the information
on the hydrogeol ogy of the aquifers I think in a nore
coherent format. So what we sought to do here was to
separate groundwater and surface water conpletely from
the report. Previously we discussed groundwater and
surface water together in their respective regions, but
here | separated groundwater from surface water. And
we added a lot nore detail to the discussions of the
aqui fers.

If you will go to Region 1, and scroll down to the
Sparta, since we added the aquifer maps for sone of



these. In further aquifers we included recharge maps
and the potentionetric maps as well as the hydrographs.
The Sparta probably best enphasi zes what we were
trying to acconplish here. W have for each aquifer a
di scussi on of general geol ogy and hydrogeol ogy, not

hi ghly techni cal but designed to give the reader a good
under st andi ng of the general nakeup of the aquifer and
its location and sonme of the other technical issues
associated with the aquifer.

Go to the next page. That's a map showi ng the
outline of the aquifer. Now, that's not the entire
aqui fer, by the way. That's a surface area overlying
t he aqui fer show ng approxi mtely the area where you'd
have fresh water within the Sparta.

Scroll down to the next page. Wen we tried to
distill the docunent in Adobe we didn't get a very high
resolution for these, and so we're having to show you
separate docunents, what some of the other figures are.

We included cross-sections for the major aquifers, the
Sparta, the Chicot and the Southern Hills. This is
taken froma USGS report, | think McReath, and it's
designed to give you an idea of what -- how the Sparta
is put together with respect to the other formations in
the area. Here you see a conbination of flow lines,
and then al so other isopleths that indicate changes in
di ssolved solids in the aquifer. The figure, if you

scroll to the top of the figure, will show you where
the cross-section runs west to east from northwest
Loui siana on into Mssissippi. So that is

approxi mately what a slice through the aquifer from
Loui siana on into M ssissippi would | ook Iike.

Next one. The discussion of recharge areas and
then the potentionetric surface. Let's nove on to the
next one. This is the recharge area map for the Sparta
in Louisiana. Let's scroll on to the next one. W' ve
also tried to add as nuch information as we can here to
show how the aquifer is changed over a period of tine.

This is a map taken from an open file report published
by the U S. Geol ogical Survey show ng the
potentiometric surface of the Sparta as it was assuned
to be about the year 1900. These are in elevations of
feet above nmean sea |level, and if you know how to read
a potentionetric map that woul d nmean that groundwater
flows fromwest to east, or fromareas of high hit to
low hit as we explained in the introduction to this
chapter.

Go to the next figure. What we attenpt to do here
with the figures extracted fromthe consulting report
witten by Meyer, Meyer, LaCroix and Hi xson for the
Sparta Comm ssion is to show how the Sparta changed
over a period of 80 years and then 100 years fromt hat
precedi ng graph. This shows the cones of depression

that as | nentioned last time fornmed -- by 1980 had
fornmed beneath Quachita Parish, Louisiana and Union
Parish -- excuse ne, Union County, Arkansas.

Move on to the next one. And then again the
changes that occurred over the next 20 years. So in
this way you can see how the stresses on the Sparta



Aqui fer fromthe punpage in those major demand centers
have changed the potentionmetric surface of the aquifer,
that is the configuration of the potentionetric
surface. And then we've added discussions in there on
top of that of water |evel changes in the aquifer.
Show t he hydrographs. W sel ected hydrographs from
certain areas of the aquifer. The hydrographs showed
changes of water |levels over tine. This is one fromin
and near the recharge area showi ng that you're getting
sonme fluctuation but no substantial decline; however,
as you nove off in areas toward the west, check that
one, you can see that over a period of 30 years you've
had a decline of nearly 60 to 65, close to 70" in the
potentiometric surface of the Sparta Aquifer.

We had two of these figures fromthe Sparta. Show
the next one. W tried to get as broad a coverage as
we could, and in order to have the resolution we needed
on the hydrographs we had to separate this up into two
graphs. That's up in Modrehouse Parish. Then you'l
see by and |l arge the hydrographs show outside of the
recharge area that you're getting a steady decrease of

the potentionetric surface over a period of -- npbst of
t hese hydrographs cover a period of 30 years, sone are
a bit longer than that. But the objective here is to

conbine that with the potentionetric maps that we
presented before to give you a good snapshot of how the
Sparta has changed over tinme and what sone of the

probl ens associated with the Sparta m ght be.

Move on to the next figure. One thing we tried to
do here to help clarify these issues is to add a bri ef
di scussi on of what the main managenent issues with the
Sparta are, and they are related to, as | have |isted
up here, the ability of the aquifer to continue to
yield econom ¢ volunmes of water, the potential for
sal i ne water encroachnment, and then the need to manage
devel opnent, all types of devel opnent in the recharge
areas of the Sparta, and beyond that we've expl ai ned
briefly what is behind each one of these issues. Now,
we have not done this for each aquifer. W focused on
at this point two aquifers for this. W've done the
Sparta and the Southern Hills area. The reason we did
this was rather than just lay it out there and let you
draw concl usions fromthe figures, we wanted to point
out what the issues in fact are so that the nenmbers of
the Comm ssion will have some idea what it is that the
Sparta Comm ssion is tal king about when they cone to
themw th their application.

Go on down to the Chicot Aquifer, Region 2. I'm
going to focus on just three aquifers here. W're
going to look at the Sparta, then the Chicot, and then
t he Evangel i ne equi val ent for the Baton Rouge area, the

Southern Hills Aquifer. Follow ng the sane pattern of
di scussion for the Chicot, and I'Il point out sonething
here that | neglected to point out for the Sparta, we

foll owed the sane |line, the sane approach here show ng
the outline of the aquifer.

Move on to the next figure. This is what the
figure really | ooks |ike. But we added cross-sections



here, both north-south and east-west cross-sections

t hrough the Chicot to show how the aquifer | ooks, and
cross-section here showing the formations that conprise
the sands that conprise the Chicot dip off toward the
south, toward this saline water toward the south. And
then you can conpare that with the west-east cross-
section to see, and there's a discussion in there about
how t he aquifer varies fromwest to east, the
stratigraphy of the aquifer both north-south and east-
west. And then show the potentionetric surface of the
Sparta and the Chicot. The recharge areas of the
Chicot. And then this is the |atest potentionetric
surface map of the Chicot based on the upper sand and
then the 200" sand. Based on year 2000 nunbers, this
is froma USGS report authored by John Lovel ace out of
t he Baton Rouge office, but this shows the
configuration of the surface, the mmjor cones of
depression that have forned in the Chicot Aquifer from
starting off in Evangeline and Acadi a Pari shes and
extending on into Cal casieu and Jeff Davis Parish. And
t hen shown the hydrographs. W have sel ected
hydrographs from different zones of the different areas
of the Chicot to show how this varies. The hydrograph
in the upper left corner of the figure there is from

t he Massive Sand up in Beauregard and Vernon Pari sh.
That's your recharge area. You can see the
fluctuations, the mld fluctuations fromyear to year
as you expect to find in a recharge area. Zero in on
CU-771. This is one that shows the rebound in the 200
sand after the conpletion of the Sabine Industrial

Canal in 1982 when the stress -- the canal allowed

i ndustries then to start using surface water. You can
see the big rebound in the potentionetric surface of
the 200" sand. This, incidentally, is mrrored in both
the 500" Sands and 700" Sands in the Lake Charles area.

And in here, these are hydrographs from sel ected
areas in Acadia Parish and Evangeline Parish. This is
where you have a lot of rice farm ng. The |arge
fluctuations there are seasonal fluctuations associ ated
with punpage fromirrigation. But you also see a
continual decline in the potentionmetric surface over a
period of sone 50 years in the Evangeline Parish
hydrograph. So again, let's nove on to the discussion
of water quality for each aquifer -- just back up to
t he Chi cot.

We added to the report in the appendi x the
baseline nonitoring project, the | atest baseline
nmonitoring project reports for each one of the
aqui fers, major aquifers and m nor aquifers. The
baseline nonitoring project is conducted by DEQ on a
rolling three-year basis, and they include a great deal
of information here about each one of the aquifers in
ternms of water quality. Select one there and we'l
show them what we're tal king about. So there's a
sunmary of the baseline nonitoring project results and
the text, and then the full text of the baseline
nmonitoring project report is found in the appendix. So



you can switch fromone to the other and get the
necessary information supplied by DEQ about water
quality in those aquifers.

Let's go back into Region 3. This is also from
the USGS. What we're attenpting to show here in the
Southern Hills area, the Baton Rouge area in
particular, is what the aquifer |ooks like in cross-
section with the many sands that conprise the aquifer.

There's a discussion of how the sands are grouped
together to formthe Chicot, Evangeline and Jasper
equi val ent aquifers. And then there's a discussion of
each one of the aquifers, along with informtion on
water quality and recharge areas.

Move on to the last figure for this, and show the
next potentionetric map, the Evangeline equival ent.
This 1s a potentionmetric map for the Evangeline
equivalent. This is a vintage 1994 map. All the maps
fromthis area are vintage 1994. They show the big
cone of depression around Bat on Rouge, each one does,
and each one, the cone you'll find and the maps are
devel oped quite differently for each one of the
aquifers. And find the saline water encroachnent
figure. There is, again, a map, a figure that shows
t he hydrographs for the different sands for each one of
the aquifers. This is fromthe Evangeline equival ent
aqui fer, and you can see that you get sonewhat
different drawdown patterns based upon where you are in
t he aquifer.

There's the saline water encroachnment figure.
This was also froma USGS report authored by Dan
Tomaszewski fromthe USGS office here show ng the
mapped encroachnment across the Baton Rouge fault in the
1500" sand. There's a problemthat the Capital Area
Ground Water Conservation Comm ssion has been tracking
over a nunber of years and attenpting to nanage as
well. This is included with a discussion of this
particul ar i ssue as a nanagenent issue in the Baton
Rouge area, and it's sonething that could, if you had
further encroachment, cause perhaps the Capital Area
Comm ssion or others to petition for critical aquifer
status for this area.

So we've tried to follow that format to give you

as nmuch information as you can. It's not what you
woul d call a technical report. |It's nore a planning
report. 1It's a planning docunent designed to give as
broad -- an audience with a broad background the

information that they need to be able to read this and
under stand how the aquifers of Louisiana are put

t oget her, how they behave and what the issues are with
the maj or aquifers.

Go to the next chapter. All of the surface water
material in chapter 4 fromthe original report is
intact and just nmoved to another section in chapter 4.

Chapter 5. This is unchanged. This was originally --
| think this was originally chapter 2. 1It's now
chapter 5. This is a sunmmary of the water managenent
pl ans of other states. As you recall we | ooked at
managenent plans fromthe states of Florida, Al abanmg,



M ssi ssi ppi, Arkansas, Texas, Cklahoma, Utah, and then
Mexi co, because we wanted to cover a broad nunber of
issues to -- as broad a nunmber of issues to draw sone
interesting parallels that the state of Louisiana wll
need to consider in its efforts to manage water
resources. So this docunment, other than being noved
fromchapter 2 to chapter 5 is unchanged.

The next chapter. A discussion of critical
groundwat er issues in Louisiana. It starts off with a
definition of critical groundwater areas, but then we
transition into a discussion of the critical
groundwat er prograns in the states of Texas, Arkansas,
Al abama, and Florida. These have sone rel evance to
what's going on in Louisiana. This discussion was not
changed. The chapter was just noved from chapter 5.
When we noved chapter 2 to nake that chapter 5 this got
bunped down to be chapter 6. [It's an interesting read,
t hough, and | recommend that you |look at it because you
can see what sonme of the problens are in other states
when it cones to identifying critical areas and
managi ng these things, particularly a state |ike Texas
and how radically different the managenment progranms in
states |i ke Texas and Arkansas can be, and how
different all the states that surround Louisiana are
with respect to some of these issues.

I n case you hadn't read this chapter, there's a
| engt hy discussion in here about the priority
groundwat er managenent programin Texas and how
cunbersone they've made it. Perhaps a bit of advice to
Loui si ana, don't nmake your own prograns as cumbersonme
as they are west of the Sabine.

Move on to the next chapter. Chapter 7 is the
sane as it was -- this was originally chapter 6, this
is now chapter 7, and this is a discussion of the
preference feasibility analysis that we're going to
conduct to zero in on strategies statew de and then
within different regions in order to help the
Comm ssion and other interested parties identify
strategies that are nost appropriate for different
regions of the state.

So beyond that, the only other major changes in
the appendix will be we've added the | atest baseline
nmonitoring reports, programreports from DEQ  These
are all referenced in the appropriate discussions of
the aquifers in chapter 4. There are other chapters
shown here, energency well -- go back to the table of
contents. There are other chapters that are referenced
in here that will really be addressed in Part 2.

Actual ly, critical groundwater in chapter 6 will be
expanded sonmewhat as we have further discussions with
t he Comm ssion and the Sparta Conm ssi on.

For instance, feasibility analysis will be
expanded substantially as we conduct that anal ysis.
Chapter 8, identification and eval uation and sel ecti on
of water managenment strategies really cones out of
preference feasibility analysis and di scussions with
others. Finally, the legal and interjurisdictional
issues will be further devel oped by the Onebane Law



Firm And then Recommended Water Managenent Agency is
sonething that actually is going to take quite a bit of
work here, and that's one reason that we've actually
surveyed many of the progranms of other states because
it helps to see how other states have approached the
managenent of their groundwater issues, how those
agenci es have been setup, and what recomendati ons we
m ght nake to Louisiana in terns of staffing and
funding for these agencies. So all of this really --
those are Part 2 issues which we should be junping on
fairly quickly. There are still sonme issues unresol ved
fromPart 1 that we need to conplete. But these show
you the mmjor additions that we've made to the report,
if you hadn't taken the tinme to read the second

subm ttal to the Conm ssion.

In closing | want to say one thing here. The | ast
time | was here, within the context of discussing
general issues for identifying critical areas, coments
of m ne m ght not have been taken conpletely within
context. And | have to take sone responsibility for
that. | know some people in the Sparta Conm ssion were
concerned about what appeared in the Baton Rouge
Advocate, and | want to assure you that ny intent here
is not to deride anything that the Sparta Conm ssion or
their consultants have done. | think they've all done
an adm rable job. The Sparta Comm ssion is pursuing --
forging ahead with its application, and I'mgoing to
get together with themto |look at their application so
that we can include their latest information in the
next version of this report, and perhaps to discuss any
ot her issues that they m ght have based upon any
m sunder st andi ngs that were caused by comments that |
made in the |ast neeting. So any m sunderstandi ngs |
apol ogi ze for that, I'Il take responsibility for that.

And | look forward to working with M. Durrett and
with others on the Sparta Comm ssion and with their
consul tants as well.

Are there any questions about the changes in the
report, any conments?

COW SSI ONER GAUTREAUX:

M. Durrett.
COW SSI ONER DURRETT:

Just one comment. | wasn't here at the |ast
nmeeting, and the article that did appear in the
Advocate led us to believe that sonme decisions had been
made or sone concl usi ons had been made before the
application was actually here. And | appreciate your
conmment and that you' re going to take an objective | ook
at the application, which we expect you to do, and the
Conmmi ssi on al so, once it's here.

MR. DARLI NG

Thank you. | |ook forward to that.
COW SSI ONER GAUTREAUX:

Any ot her questions or comments? John?
COW SSI ONER ROUSSEL :

One general coment. | don't claimto have read
it fromcover to cover, but | did skimit pretty
closely and had a couple of staff people look at it,




and one area that | think is a little bit lacking is
the issue of the ecological role of surface waters to
fish and wildlife resources. There are a number of in-
stream fl ow needs for certain popul ations and they play
a significant role. There's not a |ot of data, but I
think the report should acknow edge the significance of
that in some kind of way.

MR. DARLI NG

| think we do intend to do that. | think that's,
from our perspective, nore of a Part 2 issue as we | ook
at some of the surface water bodies that are
potentially available to be used, then the assessnent
of those flows on the ecol ogical systens you're talking
about beconme sonmething that you can't ignore. The
effort here in Part 1 was to describe what's out there,
and in Part 2 this is where |I think we have to | ook
nore closely at the ecol ogical issues that you' re
tal ki ng about. W ran at breakneck speed just to get
this thing done. | think if we had tried to add that
we woul d have all been dead at this point.

COWM SSI ONER GAUTREAUX:

Thank you. Dean?
COVMM SSI ONER LOWE:

My conmment or question is about the protocol of
the report. | couldn't quite understand where the two-
part reports fit in the overall context of what we're
going to turn in eventually to the legislature. Are we
going to be turning in a single report that includes
two parts, or are we going to forward one part as we
conplete it and then another part? And do we need to
approve Part 1, Part 2, | nmean, the Comm ssion, do we
need to approve that?

COWM SSI ONER GAUTREAUX:

It's ny expectation that what we turn in in terns
of the legislative recommendati ons woul d be based on
the findings of our report, the Part 1 and Part 2.
Initially we needed to identify the information that
woul d be necessary to devel op our strategies, what's
out there, including what do we need that perhaps we
haven't had time to gather during this report phase,
and then out of that we would make recommendati ons
i ncludi ng proposed | egislation. And as you can see
part of that will be Part 2 of the report.

COWMM SSI ONER LOWE:

So what you're telling me is that Part 1 and Part
2 reports are in-house. They're not something that are
going to be specifically submtted to the --
COWM SSI ONER GAUTREAUX:

| would i magi ne we would submt the report --
COVMM SSI ONER LOWE:

As a reference.

COWM SSI ONER GAUTREAUX:

-- as part of the plan, but there will be
recomrendations, | think it was chapter 10, in terns of
t he managenent, the specific strategies, and then |
guess out of the proposed strategies, what woul d be
necessary to be inplenmented through | egislation.
COVMM SSI ONER LOWE:



So if that's the case, wouldn't we need to have a
vote or sonething on whether to accept the Part 1
report as it is?

COWM SSI ONER GAUTREAUX:

We need to vote on accepting Part 1 as fulfill ment
of the deliverables under the original scope.
COVMM SSI ONER LOWE:

Thank you.

COWM SSI ONER GAUTREAUX:

Any ot her questions or comments? (No response.)
Thank you, Bruce. Those were pretty substanti al
revisions, and | think a nunber of people had | ooked

forward to seeing this information. It was well
presented. Thank you.
MR. DARLI NG

There were a lot nore figures. It makes a great
door st op.

COWM SSI ONER GAUTREAUX:

Hopefully we won't use it for that. All right. |
guess at this point we need to -- | have under old
busi ness, Tony, consideration of the final. Do we want
to just nmake a notion right now or do you want to wait
until that item on the agenda?
MR. DUPLECHI N

We can go ahead right now. The staff's
recommendation is to recomend that the Conmi ssion
accept the final report that has been presented by C. H.
Fenst ermaker & Associates for the Part 1 Deliverable.
COWM SSI ONER GAUTREAUX:

Do we have a notion to that effect?
COWM SSI ONER SPI CER

So nmoved.
COWM SSI ONER GAUTREAUX:

Brad. Do we have a second?
COVMM SSI ONER BAHR:

Second.
COWM SSI ONER GAUTREAUX:

Len Bahr. Any discussion? (No response.)

Al'l in favor of accepting of this deliverable as
Part 1 of the managenent plan say aye. (Aye.) Any
opposed? (No response.)
MR. DUPLECHI N

| would al so add that C. H Fenstermaker &
Associ ates has provided an additional copy on CD- ROM of
the final report. The changes have been highlighted on
the CD that they're providing today.
COWM SSI ONER GAUTREAUX:

Thank you. | assume the revisions, if they' re not
already, will be up on the website shortly.
MR. DUPLECHI N

They are.

COWM SSI ONER GAUTREAUX:

They are. COCkay, thank you.

Ground Water Managenent -- we'll go back to that
item Ground Water Managenent Advi sory Task Force
Committee reports. Do we have any conmittee reports?
We did not have a Task Force neeting this norning.
Typically we will convene the Task Force a little



earlier in the day and then the Comm ssion will
convene. (No response.) No updates. Thank you.

Al right. So we will go to the old business,
whi ch we have considered the final deliverable, Part 1,
and now we'll tal k about the finalization of the

| anguage in the brochures, which hopefully all of you
have had an opportunity to revi ew.
MR. DUPLECHI N

The staff faxed copies, revised copies of the
brochures to conmm ssion nenbers |ast week | believe,
and we've al so included them again in your packets in
case anyone didn't get them And we're just wondering
if there were any further comments on the | anguage in
t he brochures before we hopefully can proceed with
starting to print some of them up.
COVMM SSI ONER LOWE:

| have several coments, probably fromignorance.

| guess the first comment | had was | had a question

about publishing the critical groundwater area
desi gnati on procedures. It seens to ne that this is a
little premature. We really -- to ny knowl edge we have
not arrived at the specific criteria for groundwater,
critical groundwater area, nor the final procedures for
doing so as a formal act of the Commi ssion. So it
seens to nme that we're going to be -- if we get into
this, I'"ve got a nunber of comments on that, but the
general comrent is why would we put out a brochure |ike
this before we've really arrived at the finalized
criteria, and so people would know what the procedures
was and what it neant to be a critical area.
COWM SSI ONER GAUTREAUX:

We actually -- we've passed energency rules
dealing with this application procedure, and | think
this is an attenpt -- many peopl e wonder what is a

critical groundwater area and how m ght one go about
designating an area as a critical groundwater area. So
this to nme, essentially, and 1"l wel come ot her
comments, just encapsul ates the procedure for having an
area declared a critical groundwater area. W're
actually going to an oversite hearing on Monday to
finalize this rule. So do you think -- that's ny
interpretation of this information which a | ot of
peopl e ask about. Are there any other coments on that
from Comm ssi on nenbers?

COVMM SSI ONER LOWE:

| can direct your attention directly to what ny
maj or concern is. |It's in the article that tal ks about
what are the criteria for declaring a critical
groundwat er area. At this point | think I understand
we're just trying to clarify to people what it is --
what kind of conditions mght do that. M concern is
is if this gets out into the public it can easily
become sonething that would bind us in future
di scussions if we wanted to change wordi ng.

I n other words, one thing I'mlooking at is we say
we're unable to recharge at a sufficient rate to keep
up with the demand for water. Well, is that really
true or is it something else added to that? Yes, yes,



we do have to do sonmething to match the recharge -- |
mean, match the usage, but that's not the only thing.
One of the great concerns is environnental inpact. So
could we not be getting m sconstrued sonething here?
If you think it nmakes sense to publish something |ike
that, then | think we need to review how we're nmaking
t hese statenments about our critical aquifer.
COWM SSI ONER GAUTREAUX:

| guess frommy perspective |I'd say does anything
in this brochure conflict with our |egislation or our
current rules that are in place. | didn't see anything
that did. To ne this is an attenpt to |lay out what
we're working with, essentially to share that

information with the public. | don't see anything in
here that, again, is not reflected in the |egislation
or the rules. | think they're pretty consistent.

Did you have any other --
COW SSI ONER LOWE:

No.
COW SSI ONER GAUTREAUX:

Thank you. Are there any other comrents or
guesti ons about the brochure | anguage? One thing that
| hope we can do, and it's not a major thing, is where
we don't have a couple of task force nenbers
identified, that we can fill these before we print them
and maybe refl ect that nenmbership as we nove forward,
because we would |ike their participation, especially
as we nove toward policy devel opment. Brad?
COW SSI ONER SPI CER

There's sonme typographical errors in the brochures

that | have and | would like to talk to them |l ater
about that.
COWM SSI ONER GAUTREAUX:

Wth the Comm ssion's agreenent, we'll address
technical errors with the staff. But are there any

ot her comments? (No response.)

The Qutreach Comm ttee has asked for the
Comm ssion to endorse the | anguage and the distribution
of the brochures, so | don't know if we need to make a
nmotion to that effect or --
COVM SSI ONER BOLOURCHI :

| make a notion to accept as witten.
COWM SSI ONER GAUTREAUX:

Provi ded technical comments. OCkay. Do we have a
second?
COWM SSI ONER SPI CER

Second.
COWM SSI ONER GAUTREAUX:

Brad. Any discussion? (No response.) All in
favor? (Aye.) Any opposed? (No response.)

Thank you.

The next itemis clarification of notification
requirenents.
MR. DUPLECHI N

This is under new business but it's really nore of
an FYl type thing. The staff has received numerous
phone calls and a few letters fromeither drillers or
envi ronnent al conpani es wonderi ng about test hol es that



they may drill down just to check for the presence of
wat er or maybe do a punp test to see what the capacity
of a well mght be, but then may or may not drill a
well, a producing well at that time. Basically what
we' ve been telling themis to base it on the -- base
sending in a water well information sheet on the
projected use of the well that they're | ooking into.

If they're just out doing geotechnical information
survey, then, no, they don't need to submt a well
information sheet to us, but if there is a chance that

they're going to put a well in, go out, do a test hole
and then put a well in, go ahead and send us the water
wel |l information sheet in, and if they should decide

not to, then they can always follow up and |l et us know
that that well was not installed. So that's just
basically in case anyone had ever asked a nenber of the
Comm ssi on about that. Some people wanted to know if
t hey could be considered nonitor wells, even though
they were really a nonitor or a recovery well. In sone
cases they drill the test hole and then go right behind
it and put in an actual well. In other cases if they
did it and didn't find good water, they wanted to know
if they still had to submt the waterwell information
sheet to us, and we've been telling them no, unless
t hey planned on putting in a well. If any of that made
sense.
COWM SSI ONER GAUTREAUX:

s that consistent with how you typically --
COVM SSI ONER BOLOURCHI :

| think that's fine. | don't see any problem
there. If they're planning to nake a well, then
they're required to report. However, if that's just a

test hole or a pilot hole to get geotechnical, as you
menti oned, or water quality, then I don't think that
may not be necessary, in ny personal opinion. But if
it's going to be turned into a well, then obviously
they are required to send an information sheet. And in
any case they're going to have to register it anyway.
COWM SSI ONER GAUTREAUX:

Any ot her questions or comments? (No response.)

Al right. At this point we'll entertain
guestions and comments fromthe public. Anyone care to
say anyt hing?

MR. VANDERSTEEN:

Good norni ng, Madane Chairman, Menbers, ny nane is
Buck Vandersteen, Louisiana Forestry Association. |
recently received a letter fromthe Attorney General's
O fice saying that they were | ooking into water |laws in
the state, and | was wondering, is that being done in
conjunction with the G oundwat er Conm ssi on
i ndependently fromthe Comm ssion or what?
COWM SSI ONER GAUTREAUX:

I"'mnot famliar with that notification. | don't
know i f anyone on the staff has received any notice.

MR. VANDERSTEEN:

| did bring a copy of that letter.
COWM SSI ONER GAUTREAUX:

OCkay, good. And we'll follow up with it.



MR. GUI DRY:

My nane is Burton Guidry. 1'm an Assi stant
Attorney General. |I'mthe guy who sent the letter.

And nost of the boards and comm ssions dealing with
water rights and water issues in Louisiana get letters
fromus. The Attorney Ceneral is very interested in
water rights issues. This is a very inportant issue.
What we are trying to do is to gather all the potenti al
old |l egal and potential new |l egal issues with regards
to this in order to assist you for any possible

| egislation you mght submt. And that's the essence
of it.

COWM SSI ONER GAUTREAUX:

| apol ogize. Burton did call me and say they were
doing that. | just didn't realize there had been an
of ficial movenent in that direction, and that's great.

So | apologize. We were -- it was briefly discussed
in a tel ephone conversation a while back.
MR. GUI DRY:

Since I"mhere, | do want to offer our services.
We are the attorney for all boards and comm ssi ons.

And we have a fully staffed natural resources section
now, which, for lack of a better term | becane the
wat er man.

COWM SSI ONER GAUTREAUX:

Thank you very nuch for rem nding me of that. And
we wel come that assistance and participation. Anyone
el se? (No response.)

Let's | ook at our schedule for the next neeting.
And pl ease renenber that the Oversight Hearing will be
on Monday, 10:00, | think Committee Room 4
COVM SSI ONER BOLOURCHI :

Karen, | have an announcenment to neke, if | may.
| wanted just to announce that the Water Use
Publication for the year 2000 is hot off the press. |
know a nunber of people have been waiting for it. The
maj ority of you in this roomI|'msure they're going to
get a notification asking you if you would like to have
a copy of this or not. This is an excellent
publication for water nmanagers, especially the entire
wat er use history of a parish is shown on one page. So
| recomrend if you're interested in water use you get a
copy of this. If you do not get a notification, please
feel free to send ne a fax or an e-mail and ask for a
copy. This is a joint publication with the US
CGeol ogi cal Survey that is published once every five
years.

COWM SSI ONER GAUTREAUX:

Thank you. And | know that docunent has been
extrenely useful, and USGS has been kind enough to | et
us use their draft information for awhile prior to
rel easi ng that report.

COWVM SSI ONER BOLOURCHI :

|"d like to provide you with a copy for the
Conmi ssi on.

COWM SSI ONER GAUTREAUX:

Does this get | oaded onto the Web, do you know?
COVM SSI ONER BOLOURCHI :



It's going to be on the Web, yes, ma'am
COWM SSI ONER GAUTREAUX:

Any ot her announcenents? (No response.) Let's
| ook at future neeting dates. Tony, had you | ooked at
sone dates?
MR. DUPLECHI N

Possi ble date is the 17th of July, and that's a

Wednesday.
COWM SSI ONER SPI CER
What will be covered at that neeting?
COWM SSI ONER GAUTREAUX:
Par don?
COWM SSI ONER SPI CER
What will be the issues for that nmeeting?

MR. DUPLECHI N

We haven't done the agenda for it yet. W do not
antici pate having received the application fromthe
Sparta by that tine.
COWM SSI ONER SPI CER

| won't be able to attend that neeting, if we hold
it, on the 17th.
COWM SSI ONER GAUTREAUX:

Maybe - -
MR. DUPLECHI N

One thing | can bring up is in discussing with M.
Durrett the application fromthe Sparta he has given us
two sets of dates to possibly submt the application,
t hose being the 18th and 19th of July, or the 25th and
26th of July. \What we had di scussed was possibly Ms.
Gautreaux and nyself going up to Ruston and accepting
the application fromthe Sparta at one of their
conm ssi on nmeetings in Ruston.
COWM SSI ONER GAUTREAUX:

And we certainly invite any other Conmm ssioners
who woul d care to be present at that point to join us.
And then we would hold, after there's been a review

and a notice, a hearing in the Sparta Aquifer, one
hearing, and of course a foll owup when the nanagenent
proposals, if there are any proposed, we would hold a
hearing in each parish in which the managenent

proposals would affect. So | guess we'll let you know
about that as well. I'mtending to | ean towards the
25'" if there's a preference.

MR. DURRETT:

Did we say the 25th?
COWM SSI ONER GAUTREAUX:

| s that okay?

MR. DUPLECHI N

That's fine.
COWM SSI ONER GAUTREAUX:

Let's shoot for the 25th, but we will submt
notification to everyone on our list. Wth that, ']
entertain a notion to adjourn.

COVM SSI ONER BOLOURCHI :

So nmoved.
COVM SSI ONER BOUDREAUX:

Second.
COWM SSI ONER GAUTREAUX:



Moved and seconded. Thank you.
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